Democratic Accountability must be credited as an ambitious and complex project. It operates along the dual axes of international law and policy, on the one hand, and comparative domestic law and policy, on the other hand. Its subject is the multifaceted issue of "the use of force under international auspices." To complicate matters further, the book seeks to examine the democratic character of the use of force along both the international and domestic axes. This additional consideration introduces the confounding subject of"democracy"2 to an already difficult project. The book also collects, as noted above, a series of country reports written by accomplished commentators that concentrate "on the experience of nine democracies," with each having "contributed military forces to operations conducted under the auspices of international institutions" (p. 5). Thus, Democratic Accountability merges the disciplines of, inter alia, democratic theory, political science, comparative law and policy, and the international law of the use of force. The book can only survey such an array of subjects and suggest their interconnections. All the same, as a single-volume resource covering so much ground, and supported as it is with an accessible presentation of data in the tables in its appendix, Democratic Accountability is bound to form the starting point of more narrowly focused research in the future.
In their introduction to Democratic Account- The book's neglect of two significant developments of the last decades, in favor of its focus on international uses of force, further confounds the position that the editors stake out for the project. The first is the shift that occurred during the Cold War era toward intrastate conflicts and civil wars. The second is the more recent shift toward the privatized and often asymmetrical use of force, especially with respect to international terrorism. These prominent, contemporary manifestations of force do not fit neatly into Democratic Accountability's scheme and are excluded.
Considering their view that the international order is inherently undemocratic, and considering that the use of force primarily has remained a domestic matter, albeit now increasingly sanctioned by international institutions, it is surprising that Ku and Jacobson nonetheless marvel at the scholarly community's "failure to examine issues of democratic accountability when military forces are used under the auspices of international institutions" (p. 4). With these concessions, one might have asked what there was to study.
All of the above requires that the editors turn their attention to the democratic makeup of domestic law and policy regarding the use of force-for that, given their intellectual perspective, proves to be a truer measure of democratic There is also a compelling argument to be made that efforts devoted to the study of accountability regarding the decision to deploy soldiers are better focused on nondemocratic states. In such countries, including the many African ones that contribute to the use of force under international auspices (including missions of the United Nations and regional organizations), the risk of illegitimate uses of force and their accompanying consequences for the human rights of those countries' citizen-soldiers is exponentially greater than in the democracies considered in the book; the citizens of those countries lack the ability to check use-offorce decisions via the democratic process.
Democratic Accountability acquits itself nobly, most significantly by presenting the comparative law community with its remarkable country reports. I take some exception to the way that the editors conceptualize the constituent elements of their thesis and particularly would have preferred a more thorough and creative treatment ofdemocracy. Tragically, time has not borne out the book's broadest claim. Rather than seeing more democratic and parliamentary authority over the use of force, the few short years since the book's publication have been ones of marked decline. I say "tragically" because I share the conviction that use-offorce decisions increasingly must come to be legitimated by democratic processes. Certainly, it is not the editors' fault that history seems to have set back that agenda. To their credit, with Democratic Accountability we have the impressive mandate as scholars and policymakers to press forward with the effort to achieve that goal. 
